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THURSDAY, AUGUST 1, 1957 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SuscomMiIrree To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws, 
OF THE CoMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10: 10 a. m., in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, re- 
search director; and F. W. Schroeder, chief investigator. 

Senator Hruska. The committee will come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing which was commenced with 
William Wallace. Testimony by Wilham Wallace was had on July 
23. At that time, an extended statement was made with reference to 
the particular aspect of legislative inquiry in which the committee is 
now engaged. 

We are particularly concerned with the adequacy of the Communist 
Control Act of 1954, 

During the course of Mr. Wallace’s testimony, several names were 
mentioned. And it was felt by the staff and by the committee that it 
would be well to bring these folks in and give them an opportunity to 
comment upon the testimony given by Mr. Wallace. 

Now, Judge Morris, if you have anything further to add to that 
opening statement, you may add it now, if you will. And then we 
will call the first witness whom you have arranged for this morning. 

Mr. Morrts. I just want to add one thing. Some of the people men- 
tioned in the testimony of Mr. Wallace issued statements at the time 
which were not under oath. 

One of them, Mr. Poleshuck particularly, said some very incrimi- 
nating things about Mr. Wallace. We felt in fairness to the subcom- 
mittee we should have them here under oath. 

Senator Hruska. Those statements were made following Mr. Wal- 
lace’s testimony ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hrusgxa. That is fair. It is as fair for this witness to be 
given an opportunity to elaborate on his comments. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Poleshuck. 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
ive will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
elp you God ¢ 

r. Poresnuck. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF WALTER S. POLESHUCK; ACCOMPANIED BY 
STANLEY FAULKNER, HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Potesuuck. Walter S. Poleshuck. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Potesuuck. 355 Tower Street, Vauxhall Post Office, Union, 
N. J. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Poresnuck. I work at Singer Manufacturing Co., presently 
employed as a surface grinder. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you worked at Singer Sewing Machine 
Co. ? 

Mr. Potzsuuck. Since November 1, 1948. 

Mr. Morris. Were you at Singer Sewing Machine Co. during the 
168-day strike in 1949? 

Mr. PotesnHuck. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Recently, on July 23 specifically, William Wallace 
testified that you were a member of the Singer ites Machine club 
of the Communist Party at that particular time. 

Were you in fact, Mr. Poleshuck, a member of the Singer Sewing 
Machine club of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Potesuuck. To that question I will have to exercise the rights 
granted to me under the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, which gives me the right not to be a witness against 
myself. 

Senator Hruska. The ground for refusing to answer is considered 
valid and you are excused from answering at this time. 

Mr, Morris. Did you attend meetings of the Singer Sewing Ma- 
chine club in which plans were made to strike the Singer Sewing 
Machine Co. ? 

Mr. Potesnuck. I am sorry. I did not get the question. 

Mr. Morris. Were you present at meetings of the Singer Sewing 
Machine club of the Communist Party at which plans were discussed 
whereby Singer Sewing Machine Co. was to be struck? 

Mr. Potesuucs. My answer to that question would be the same as 
before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, those are the references Mr. Wallace made to 
this witness, Mr. Poleshuck, in connection with his testimony. 

Now, after Wallace testified, Poleshuck issued a statement saying 
Mr. Wallace wasa liar. We have asked him these same two questions 
before us. He now claims privilege under the fifth amendment. 

I have no further questions of this witness. 

Senator Hruska. I should like to ask the witness if he has any 
comment at this time in regard to the testimony given by Mr. Wallace 
here on July 23. 

Mr. Potesnuck. No comment, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Did you make comment following the testimony 
for the benefit of the press or for anything else? 

Mr. Potesuvuck. I will confer with my attorney on, that question. 

On that question, I will be compelled to use my rights not to be 
a witness against myself under the fifth amendment. 
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Senator Hruska. It is the information of the chairman that the 
press recorded you as having been interviewed and as having stated 
that Mr. William Wallace was a liar in connection with the testimony 
which he gave here concerning you on July 23, 

What comment would you have on that, Mr. Poleshuck ? 

Mr. Poteshuck. What comment would I have? 

Senator Hruska. Yes. 

Mr. PotesHuck. No comment. 

Senator Hruska. Anything further, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. No; I have nothing further. 

Senator Hruska. If not, the witness is excused. 

The next witness, please. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Tushnet. 

Counsel, I did not identify you for the record. Will you give your 
appearance for the record ? 

Mr. Favu.xner. Stanley Faulkner, 9 East 40th Street, New York 
16, N. Y. 

Mr. Morris. Will you stand and be sworn? 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
= will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 

elp you God ¢ 

Dr. Tusunet. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LEONARD TUSHNET 


Mr. Morris. Give you name and address to the reporter. 

Dr. Tusunet. Leonard Tushnet, 572 Prospect Street, Maplewood, 
N. J. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ? 

Dr. Tusuner. I am a physician. 

Mr. Morris. And you practice in Maplewood, N. J.? 

Dr. Tusunet. I practice in Irvington, N. J. It is nearby. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Tushnet, we had testimony from Mr. Wal- 
lace. He said he attended a meeting at your home. 

Mr. Bouptn. May I ask that pictures not be taken while testimony 
is being given? 

Senator Hruska. You may. 

And the photographers will be expected to desist therefrom during 
the course of the actual testimony. 

Mr. Boupry. My name is Leonard Boudin, 25 Broad Street, New 
York 4, N. Y. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Wallace testified that a meeting was held in your 
home. Are you acquainted with his testimony ? 

I could read it to you, if not. 

Dr. TusHnet. I saw that testimony this morning in the transcript. 

Senator Hruska. You read it over from the transcript which had 
been prepared for the committee ? 

Dr. Tusuner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. You are familiar with it? 

Dr. Tusuner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska, You may proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Was a meeting held in your home as described by Mr. 
William Wallace on July 23 before the subcommittee? And that was 
approximately in the summer of 1954. 
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Dr. Tusunet. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. It was not held in your home? 

Dr. TusHnet. It was not. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Wallace testified that there met at your home 
aman named Moroze. 

Did a man named Louis Moroze have a meeting at your home ? 

Mr. Bouprn. Are you referring to the same meeting ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Dr. Tusunet. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Wallace ever attend a meeting at your home? 

Dr. Tusunet. There were no meetings at my home. He was at my 
home. 

Mr. Morris. Well, did people meet at your home as he described it 
in his testimony # 

I do not know, Senator, but I think the witness is taking exception 
tomy word “meeting.” 

Mr. Bouptn. That is exactly the point. 

Mr. Morris. Did certain people meet in your home in the summer 
of 1954? 

Dr. Tusunet. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Wallace ever meet in your home ¢ 

Mr. Bouptn. Again, we understand the word “meet” has no formal 
significance. 

Mr. Morris. They gathered. 

Dr. TusHner. Repeat that. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Wallace ever visit you at your home? 

Dr. Tusunet. Yes, sir. 

Mr: Morris. Will you tell us the occasion of his coming to your 
1ome ¢ 

Dr. Tusunet. Well, in the summer—in May of 1955, the House Un- 
American Activities Committee came to Newark, and one of the peo- 
ple that they called to appear before them was my wife. 

Mr. Morris. What is her name? 

Dr. Tusunet. Fannie Tushnet. 

Mr. Morris. Frances Tushnet ? 

Dr. Tusunet. No; Fannie. 

During that time a lot of our friends came to visit us, to assure us 
of their loyalty and friendship and to ask how they could help us. 
And during that period, there were a number of people who came to 
our house in the evenings and afternoons, up until the time of the 
actual hearings themselves. And on one of those occasions, one of 
those evenings, William Wallace came with 3 or 4 other people, whom 
I do not know, to our house. 

Mr. Morris. Now, at that time, Dr. Tushnet, were you a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Dr. Tusunet. No, sir. 

a Moants. Had you been a member of the Communist Party 
earlier 

Dr. Tusunet. I think the question is objectionable. And I object 
on the ground of lack of pertinency, because it invades my rights un- 
der the first amendment. And I avail myself of the privileges of the 
fifth amendment and decline to answer that. 


Mr. Morris. But you do claim among your claims of privileges the 
fifth amendment? 
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Dr. TusHnet. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. That ground is recognized. 

The other grounds are ov verruled. 

The witness is excused from answering on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment, which he asserts. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you_were chairman of the Committee for the 
Rosenbergs in Essex and Union County, were you not / 

Dr. TusHner. It was the Rosenberg Committee in New Jersey, 
actually. There was no specific county. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

You were chairman of the committee? 

Dr. Tusunet. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, had you earlier attended the 20th annual con- 
vention of the C ommunist Party? 

Rather, the 20th anniversary celebration of the Communist Party 
in Newark, N. J., at Kruger Auditorium on Belmont Avenue on 
September 24, 19392 

Dr. Tusuner. In 1939? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Dr. Tusuner. I decline to answer that question for the grounds— 
on the grounds of lack of pertinency under my rights of the first 
amendment, and avail myself of the privileges of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Senator Hruska. The grounds other than those on the fifth amend- 
ment are overruled. The refusal to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment is recognized. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Nathan Harris, police officer in 
Newark, N. J., told the subcommittee yesterday that in connection 
with his official police duties at that particular time, he was observing 
the gathering at the 20th annual celebration of the Communist Party 
in Newark, N. J., at the Kruger Auditorium, and he noticed a man 
leave his automobile and bring circulars to the convention. And he 
told us he checked the license plates of the automobile, and the auto- 
mobile belonged to Dr. Leonard Tushnet, 662 18th Avenue, Irving- 
ton, N. J. 

Did you live at that 662 18th Avenue, Irvington, N. J., at any time? 

Dr. Tusunet.- Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And did you take circulars to the Communist Party 
convention at that time as Nathan Harris, the police officer, has told the 
subcommittee ? 

Dr. Tusunet. I decline to answer on the same grounds previously 
stated. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Now, was it your testimony that, at the time these 
people gathered at your home, that you were not then a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Dr. Tusunet. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, had you been a member of the Communist Party a 
month earlier than that? 

Dr. Tusunet. I think that I will decline to answer that question 
on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Now, was the meeting in your home a meeting of Com- 
munists ¢ 
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Dr. Tusuner. I don’t know what the political affiliations were of 
the people at my ame 

Mr. Morris. Who were the people present on that occasion ? 

Dr. Tusuner. It was myself and my wife. There was Frances 
Nussbaum, Robert Lowenstein, Harry Zimmerman, William Wallace, 

3 people he brought with him whom I did not know, and 3 or 4 other 
people, our friends, who came and went during the course of the 
evenl hg. 

And I must admit that one evening was more or less like another 
during that period. And I don’t ree “all exactly those people. 

Senator Hruska. Had any of these people visited you in your home 
before that ? 

Dr. Tusuner. Yes, sir. Many of our friends have visited us. 

Senator Hruska. Did they usually come together in a group like 
that when they came to visit with you? 

Dr. TusuNer. Well, during that period people came in twos or 
threes, husbands and wives, friends and acquaintances. 

Senator Hruska. Did they visit you after that occasion, after the 
event of the House Un-American Activities Committee hearing? 

Dr. Tusunet. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Were they likewise in similar groups or similar 
combinations ? 

Dr. Tusuner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. As to personalities? 

Dr. Tusunet. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. And on any of these occasions did you discuss the 
Singer strike which was then going on ? 

Dr. Tusunet. No, sir. 

Senator Hruska. What is the period that you are talking about? 
Are you talking about 1955 ? 

Dr. Tusunet. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. I see. That would not apply to the Singer strike, 
which was some time before that. 

Mr. Bouptn. You will rote that Mr. Wallace testified that these 
meetings occurred in 1954 and that his testimony is inaccurate in that 
respect, as well as in others, as appears from the record. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Tushnet, were plans made there for the retention 
of counsel for the witnesses who were to appear before the House 
Un-American Activities Committee? 

Dr. Tusuner. No, sir; as I recall, we had already engaged counsel 
for my wife. 

Mr. Morris. Who was representing your wife ? 

Dr. Tusuner. Osmond K. Fraenkel. 

Mr. Bouprn. He is general counsel of the American Civil Liberties 
Union. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Wallace said the discussion was as to who was to 
represent the three teachers. 

Dr. Tusuner. Robert Lowenstein said he had already spoken to 
Judge Bigelow. 

There were some general discussions about other attorneys who had 
declined to take the cases. There was a suggestion made that they 
go to the State Bar Association or to the American Civil Liberties 
Union. But since the attorney for the American Civil Liberties 
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Union had already been subpenaed by the House Un-American Activi- 
ties Committee—— 


Mr. Morris. What was his name? 

Dr. Tusuner. Oxfeld—it was felt that that was out. And there 
were no plans made for anyone to hire counsel at that gathering at all. 

Mr. Bounty. Senator, may I just make one observation? I did not 
want to interfere with the examination. But I do think it fair to say 
that I think that it is improper for this committee or any ere to 
make an investigation into the processes by which people se lect counsel 
to appear before a House committee or a Senate anand: or any 
other committee. 

I think this is something beyond the jurisdiction of this committee, 
and does, although the committee may not have realized it before, 
‘aise a question as to whether it is not interfering directly or indirectly 
with the right of counsel. . 

I know that Mr. Wallace testified. I have seen the transcript. It 
seems to me the testimony is not germane to any bona fide legislative 
purpose. 

I feel the same way about the examination that has been had here 
today. Regardless of how people select a lawyer, every effort should 
be made to facilitate the selection of counsel. And it would obviously 
not facilitate selection of counsel if the choice of counsel were made 
subject to investigation by a congressional committee. 

Mr. Morris. May I observe, in connection with what Mr. Boudin 
has said, that the subcommittee is not inquiring into the circumstances. 
But this meeting is being held this morning in which Dr. Tushnet is a 
witness because Dr. Tushnet and others had issued statements to the 
press taking exception to what Mr. Wallace had said. 

Mr. Bounrn. Of course, I raise the question as to whether the Wal- 
lace testimony ever was pertinent to a legislative purpose. And that 
it was improper to have had Wallace testify to begin with as to how 
people are selecting counsel. 

If that was improper, then no matter what the witnesses have said 
or other people have said thereafter, it is not proper to continue the 
investigation. I really think the committee ought to give serious con- 
sideration—and I know it would not do something wrong deliber- 
ately—to whether it is really proper, whether it really was proper to 
have gone into the question of how lawyers were selected, whether it 

yas Judge Bigelow or anybody else, and whether it is proper to pursue 
this inv estig: ition with this or any other witness. 

I do think that the statements that were made by Judge Bigelow 
and by Mrs. Nussbaum repudiated in part the statements made by Mr. 
Wallace. They are in themselves a demonstration of the inadv isabil- 
ity of having witnesses testify in the area of the attorney-client rela- 
tionship. 

I hope the Senator will give serious consideration to the very serious 
problem which I have raised. And Mr. Morris will, too. 

Senator Hruska. We are always glad to consider suggestions by 
counsel. On the other hand, the committee might have its own ideas 
as to what is pertinent. 

I can see where, under some circumstances, either the selection of 
counsel or the fashion in which they are selec ted or the furnishing of 
counsel for others would be pertinent to the inauiry of the committee. 
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The Chair wants to thank the counsel for his contribution in that 
regard. 

You may proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. I notice it is 3 minutes before 10:30. I have just 
one other thing I would like to offer for the record here. And I sug- 
gest that we further take Mr. Boudin’s suggestions under considera- 
tion and possibly we can make a decision after 10: 30. 

Were you a trustee for the bail fund of the Civil Rights Congress 
of New Jersey, Dr. Tushnet ? 

Dr. TusHner. I object to the question and decline to answer on the 
grounds of lack of pertinency, and my rights under the first amend- 
ment, and avail myself of the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Hruska. The same ruling will be made as on previous 
rulings. 

May I ask, Mr. Witness, and Mr. Counsel, when you refer to the 
fifth amendment, do you mean that portion thereof relating to your 
rights to refuse to be a witness against yourself ? 

Dr. Tusunet. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator Hruska. The record should so show, because there are 
other facets of that amendment. 

Mr. Bounty. In the light of recent decisions, we are not raising 
our right under the due process law of the fifth amendment. But 
you are quite right. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling on the objection. 

Mr. Morris. I show you that certificate of the Civil Rights bail 
fund in which it names you as trustee. Can you tell us what that is? 

Dr. Tusunet. I decline to answer for the reason previously given. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. I offer that for the record. 

Senator Hruska. It will be received for the record. It will be 
made a part thereof. 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 487” and 
is reproduced below :) 
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Mr. Morris. Because the Senate apparently is called in session, 
may we defer further examination at this moment ? 

T will talk with counsel as to when we can continue this hearing. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

The witness is excused for the time being. 

Are there any further witnesses ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes; Monsignor Heimbuch is here. 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Monsignor Hermpvcu. I do. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Morris, it will be necessary that I leave for 
a short while. Will you continue the discussion here, and I will re- 
join you as soon as I can. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, Senator. 


TESTIMONY OF MSGR. WILLIAM C. HEIMBUCH 


Mr. Morris. Would you give your full name and address to the 
reporter / 

Monsignor Hermevcn. Rt. Rev. William C. Heimbuch. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside ? 

Monsignor Hermeucn. 52 Smith Street, Elizabeth, N. J., St. 
Michael’s Church. 

Mr. Morris. You are a monsignor of the Catholic Church? 

Monsignor Hzermpucu. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. And were you at St. Michael’s Church in 1949 during 
the Singer Sewing Machine strike? 

Monsignor Hermsucn. Every day. 

Mr. Morris. And were you in a position to observe the demonstra- 
tions and the outcome of that particular strike ? 

Monsignor Hermeucn. I was in a very good position ; yes. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder, monsignor, if you would tell, if the acting 
chairman of the subcommittee asked you to, the circumstances that 
you were able to observe about the Singer Sewing Machine strike in 
1949. 

Monsignor Hermevucu. I became suspicious from the very begin- 
ning. I have quite a few men who are employees of Singer’s and 
who are parishioners of mine. And practically every one of them 
was satisfied with what they were getting. 

Then, we suddenly heard these complaints coming from I don’t 
know where, about the injustices, the conditions at Singer’s, some- 
thing about the incentive plan, and a speed-up, or some similar ques- 
tions that I never thought existed seriously down there. And this 
led to what I thought was a very phony strike vote. It was taken 
at the Elizabeth Armory. I wasn’t present but from what I know 
you were just handed a paper ballot. I don’t think anybody checked 
or anybody counted. 

When it was all over, a report came out that the strikers over- 
whelmingly are in favor of a strike. And that didn’t correspond 
with what I heard from my men. 

So, from that time on, I started to investigate. Then we got pe- 
culiar names coming into the picture, who were foreigners to Eliza- 
beth. For instance, there was a Walter Barry, who came around. 
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And then Marshall Scherer. He is a famous man with a tent. 

Walter Barry, I think he came from Newark. He was, I think, 
supposed to be the sergeant-at-arms. He ran the show. 

his Marshall Scherer, he set up a tent right outside the grounds 
there. And he was supposed to give instructions to the strikers. 
But what he was actually doing was giving Communist propaganda. 
It got so bad that in the course of events there, the UE issued a 
leaflet telling me I should mind my own business; I should not inter- 
fere with labor-management conditions; that there were a lot of 
Catholics in the union, and I was doing them a disservice by what I 
was doing and saying. 

That, in general, is the thing that made me very suspicious and it 
got me working, too, 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony, Monsignor, that you felt the 
employees of Singer Sewing Machine Co. actually did not want to 
go on strike? 

Monsignor Hermpucn. Well, I will tell you what they did. They 
were complaisant. They were indifferent. Here is the attitude they 
took. I heard this quite often. 

You hear them say “I don’t give a ‘G. D.’ who runs my union as 
long as I get an extra buck in my pay envelope.” 

I think that was the reason why the strike succeeded. They didn’t 
care who was running the union, just as long as “I get one extra buck 
in my pay envelope.” 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Wallace told us that 20 people he knew to be 
Communists caused the strike, and that they were the leaders of the 
strike. 

Monsignor Hermeucn. That is true. 

Mr. Morris. Did you see any evidence of that at all, Monsignor ? 

Monsignor Hrermpucn. I couldn’t mention any names. But you 
could always see that somebody was pulling the strings behind the 
curtain. A lot of it happened down in that tent. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did this strike cause much damage ? 

Monsignor Hermeucu. You mean financially ? 

Mr. Morais. To the city of Elizabeth ? 

Monsignor Hempucn. Oh, we had a depression. First of ail, the 
strikers lost about $10 million. The Singer Co. lost $24 million. The 
business people lost $30 million. And that does not take into account 
all the money they pulled out of their savings account and spent out- 
side of Elizabeth. 

I would say the figure was well over $54 million. From time to 
time, I used to go into merchants’ stores in the Elizabeth area. Time 
and again they would tell me, “My receipts yesterday were $2.89,” 
or “$3.12.” And that is what it did to Elizabeth. We were in bad 
shape, very bad shape. 

r. Morris. Now, Mayor James Kirk was the mayor at that time. 

Monsignor Hermeucn. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. He was the mayor from 1939 until 1952? 

Monsignor Heimeveu. I think so. .He was the mayor at the time. 

Mr. Morris. I spoke to former Mayor Kirk yesterday, Monsignor. 
And he said in connection with all those figures about damage caused 
by the strike that he did not take into consideration the large ex- 
penditures the city of Elizabeth had:to make for things like relief 
and relief rolls. 
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Monsignor Hermeucu. That would just add to your $54 million. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what did you do during the strike ¢ 

Monsignor Hermeucn. Well, a fellow by the name of Pat White, I 
think he was the first one who recognized what we were dealing with. 

Mr. Morris. Who was he? 

Monsignor Hermpucn. He was an employee at Singer’s. 

He spoke to me very early. He said, “This thing isn’t mght. I am 
sure there is Red influence. We ought to do something.” 

So, he and a number of others tried to organize another union, 
because the UE was getting nowhere. And Singer was not budging 
one inch. So, they figured they would have to have a new bargaining 
agent. And they tried to establish another union. In fact, they got 
so far that they really had an election. 

That election smelled a little bit also. I think it was held down at 
the Immaculate Heart of Mary’s School. I think that is where it was. 
The voting started at 7 o’clock in the morning. And there had been 
set up some kind of a deadline or mark beyond which the strikers 
were not supposed to go, only when voting. 

At 10 o’clock I got a call from somebody; I don’t know who it was. 
He said, “You better come down here, the strikers are interfering with 
the men who want to vote. They are going beyond the line before 
they should. And they are intimidating the voters.” 

So, I rushed up to Mayor Kirk, and I got extra police down there. 
But from 7 until 10 o’clock, I think the independent voters lost at 
least 300 votes. And the final result was, I think, the UE won that 
election. I don’t know by how many votes, a couple of hundred 
votes. Nobody will be able to say just how many they lost. But 
they lost quite a few. 

Now, if the independent union had won, that strike, I think, would 
have been ended in July instead of November. 

Mr. Morris. Why do you say that? 

Monsignor Hermpucn. Because Singer would have bargained with 
them. I know they would have. And I might add this: During all 
that period I never had one single contact with Mr. Rawl or any 
official in the Singer Manufacturing Co. There was never any col- 
lusion or meeting. In fact, I never spoke to Mr. Raw] until after the 
strike was over. But I was accused of being a stooge for the company. 

Mr. Morrts. You wrote a letter to the editor of the Elizabeth Jour- 
nal after the testimony of Mr. William Wallace; did you not? 

Monsignor Hermevcn. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to read this letter into the record and ask 
you questions about it. This is in the Elizabeth Journal of July 26, 
1957. [Reading:] 

A news item that appeared in all of the daily papers concerning the strike at 
Singer’s in 1949 must have awakened a lot of bitter memories in the minds of our 


people, and especially in the minds of the men and women who were members of 
the UE at that time. 

The story, which recalls the misery and the suffering so many citizens of Eliza- 
beth endured during this calamity which was inflicted upon us in the name of and 
under the smokescreen of justice for the laboring man, contains a very valuable 
lesson. Communism is not dead by any means, and we hope the Supreme Court 
has not given new life to an evil cause that was gasping for breath in this country. 

To say that all Singer union workers were gullible or complaisant would be 
untrue. But there were enough of them asleep at the switch to enable the Reds 
and the near-Reds to take over. Anyone who had the temerity to condemn the 
strike was criticized as an enemy of the workingman and organized labor. 
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Now, we learn that the strike cost the city $54 million, and that after 168 days 
of strike, engineered and masterminded by the Reds, the workers obtained the 
raise which they were offered when the strike began. 

That’s a pretty high price to pay for complacency and slumber. 

You wrote that letter, did you? 

Monsignor Hermmsucn. I did. 

Mr. Morris. You mentioned in there that anyone who had the 
temerity to condemn the strike was criticized as the enemy of the 
workingman. Have youany experience along that line? 

Monsignor Hetmeucu. I meant especially myself. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about that? 

Monsignor Hermpucu. Well, there were letters coming through, 
anonymous letters, disrespectful letters. And I think one of those 
letters got to the Elizabeth Journal. And that is the reason for that 
editorial you have that was written to the Elizabeth Journal. And 
those organized for the independent union had trouble also. 

Mr. Morris. Were you personally criticized ¢ 

Monsignor Hermpucn. Oh, yes. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, did you actually oppose the strike? 

Monsignor Hermpvucn. Did I what? 

Mr. Morris. Did you actually oppose the strike ? 

Monsignor Hermsucu. Not directly, no. 

Mr. Morris. What were you doing ¢ 

Monsignor Hermpucn. I was trying to get the UE out. That is 
what I wastryingtodo. Asa bargaining agent. 

Mr. Morrts. You were trying to get an independent union in? 

Monsignor Hermpucn. Any union, rather than the UE. I didn’t 
care what it was. I think the [UE was just beginning to be formed 
at that time. That is not too clear in my mind. That is the one that 
is down there now. I think they were still in their infancy. At 
least, they weren’t powerful. 

Eventually, they won the election. But only after all the damage 
had been done. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you yourself receive any criticism ? 

Monsignor Hermeucn. Pardon? 

Mr. Morris. Did you yourself receive any criticism ? 

Monsignor Hermpvcn. Certainly. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about that ? 

Monsignor Hermpucn. Well, they usually revolved about this idea: 
Why doesn’t a priest mind his own business; that I was interfering 
with labor-management. 

I would like to put this officially: The only reason I interfered 
was this. I was convinced in the beginning it was not an issue be- 
tween management and labor; it was an issue between communism 
and Americanism. 

And I felt that as a priest I had a perfect right to interfere. And 
I didn’t hesitate to act. And I didn’t hesitate to talk when I thought 
I was helping the cause of justice. 

Mr. Morris. Now, I wonder, Monsignor, if you would tell us some- 
thing of the suffering of the people that you mentioned in that letter. 

Monsignor Hermpucu. Well, what I told you about the merchants 
will give you an idea. In Elizabeth there, you have a lot of promi- 
nent stores. If a store takes in $2 or $3 a day over a long period, 
you know what it is going to mean. 
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And I was getting a lot of complaints from the women, mothers, 
and sisters and daughters. And eventually that had a lot to do with 
bringing the real matter to the attention of the people. 

I said, “If you people are suffering so much, if you are so much 
against this strike, why don’t you write to the papers?” 

And, of course, in time these letters appeared. I think they had 
a big influence on the final closing of the strike. . 

You would get a letter signed, “A Heartbroken Mother,” “A Desti- 
tute Wife,” “A Disappointed Sister.” And after those things ap- 
peared in the paper over a long period of time, everybody seemed to 
wake up. And eventually we got what we wanted. But only after 
most of the damage had been done. The women can take a lot of 
credit. 

Mr. Morris. Who can take a lot of credit. 

Monsignor Hermpucn. The women. They always get in the pic- 
ture. 

Mr. Morris. Is there anything else, Monsignor, you can tell us 
about that strike? 

Monsignor Hermeucu. Any particular phase of it? 


Mr. Morris. Yes. Anything at all that you can add to what we 
have already covered. 


Monsignor Hermeucnu. No. 

Well, I will mention this: At the time of the strike there was a man 
by the name of Brennan. He was the head of the union down there. 
I always figured he was nothing more than a stooge. But they used 
him as an implement to get after me, because Mr, Brennan was a 
Catholic. 

They said “How can you call this union Red if Mr. Brennan is 
the head of this union?” 

I would put Mr. Brennan in the same class with Mr. Fitzgerald, 
who is the national director or president of the UE. 

They used these Catholic names. And they tried to confuse us 
and get us off the track. 

Now, this Robert Brennan, he had nothing to do with that. He 


wae ae a stooge. People like Barry and Scherer were running the 
strike. 


(Discussion off the record.) 

Monsignor Hermevucn. I think it is a general principle among the 
Red-tainted unions to try to get a Catholic in some prominent place 
where he will probably take the edge off of any, attack, and say How 


come you are so opposed to our union when we have Catholic members 
at the head of it?’ 


That is what I mean. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you, very much. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Morris. That. concludes the testimony. 

(Whereupon, at 10:55 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned, subject 
to the call of the Chair.) 
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